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Oakland-Based Group Testing Redwood City Homeowner Tax Hike, Says DMB
Saltworks

Group Pursues Tax Hike Despite Repeated Public Denials

REDWOOD CITY, Calif.*(BU$litJFS$ !Ul8E)-The special interest group that proposed the defeated Measure W in
Redwood City in 2008 is now testing a new proposal that would raise taxes on Redwood City homeowners.

"The truth is our
Oakland-based
opponents have no
plan for the Saltworks
site"

8lr8l20to Oakland-Based Group Testing Redwoo..

"We haw receired sereral reports from local residents about a new Redwood City
telephone suney that is asking about a new tax on Redwood City homeowners to fund
some sort of restoration scheme," said DMB Saltworks General Manager John P.
Bruno. "This outside group has repeatedly denied that it would ask Redwood City
residents to raise their taxes in order to buy or restore the 1,400-acre Redwood City
Industrial Saltworks site. Yet right now they are conducting a poll that tests just such a
proposal: a tax hike on Redwood City homeowners."

Saw The Bay, the Oakland based group, also paid professional gatherers to place Measure W on the ballot in
Redwood City in 2008. Voters soundly rejected that proposal, which would haw cost Redwood City homeowners an

eslimated $30 million.

Now the group is looking to reach directly into the pockets of Redwood City residents to fund its schemes for the
Saltworks site - a scheme that does nothing to deal with the community's needs for parks, housing, jobs and
increased economic activitv.

"lnstead of supporting the Saltworks proposal, which creates 700 acres of open space at no cost to the taxpayer, ihis
Oakland-based group wants Redwood City homeowners lo pay highertaxes and get nothing in return," Bruno said. "ln
today's economy we seriously doubt Redwood City homeowners will willingly increase their yearly taxes by hundreds
of dollars to giw this special interest group a blank check."

By contrast, the Balanced Plan forthe Saltworks will provde 700 acres of new parks and recreation lands, open space
and restored tidal marsh areas at no cost to city taxpayers. lt will double lhe amount of park and recreation lands in

Redwood City and it will provide more than ten miles of new bay side biking and hiking trails for all local families to
enjoy. lt will also create lens of thousands of new .jobs and hundreds of millions of dollars in new economic activity
e\ery year.

"The truth is our Oakland-based opponents hare no plan for the Saltworks site," Bruno continued. "They hale no plan

to protect bay side neighborhoods from flooding. They hale no plan to provide affordable housing to help reduce
commuting and greenhouse gasses. They haw no plan to provide more park and recreation lands for local families.
They hare no plan to create thousands of new local jobs and revitalize the local economy. Instead, they are trying to
mislead the public and the taxpayers about their true goal - which is to raise taxes on homeowners. That is an effort
that is doomed to failure just as Measure W was rejected in a landslide."

For DMB Saltworks
Jay Reed, 650-298-0803
650-9954481 (cell)
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THIRD READING

Bill No: AB 2103
Author: Hill (D)
Amended: 6/2/10 in Senate
Vote: 21

SENATE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE
AYES: Kehoe, DeSaulnier, Price
NO VOTE RBCORDED: Cox, Aanestad
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ASSEMBLY FLOOR : 74-0, 5/5/a0 - See last page for vote

SUBJECT

SOURCE

DIGEST :

San Francisco Bay Restoration Authority

San Francisco Bay Restoration Authority

This bill prescribes the method of how the San
Francisco Bay Restoration Authority (SFBRA) places a
regional funding measure before the voters of the SFBRA.

ANALYSTS : Proposition 218 (l-995) established that a tax
l""f"d by a speciat-purpose authority is a special- tax
requiring 2/3 voter approwal. State 1aw authorizes the
legislative body of any district to lerry a special tax with
2/3 voLer approwal (AB 2345, Chappie, 1980).

The SFBRA is a regional entity with jurisdiction extending
throughout the nine-county San Francisco Bay Area (PB 2954
ll,ieberl, chapter 690, statutes of 2008). SFBRA's purpose
is to raise and allocaLe resources for the restoration,
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wildlife habitats in the San
shorefine. SFBRA can levy a
the prowisions of Proposj-tj-on

San Francisco
Association of

AB 2103
Page

Francisco Bay and along its
special- tax consj-stent with
2IB.

This bill requires the board of supervisors of the county
or counties in which the San Francisco Bay Restoration
Authority proposes to lerry a speciaL tax to call a special
el-ection on the measure. This bill requj-res the special
election to be consolidated with the next regularly
scheduled statewide election and requires that the measure
be submj-tted to the voters in the appropriate counties,
consistent wit.h specified constitutional requirements.

This bj-Ll requires each county included in the measure to
use the ballot question, titIe, and summary, and ba1Iot
language prowided in the'resolution of the Authority. The
]-ri l l ranrli raq l- ha .nrrnf \/ cl erk of each corrnf v f o renort thcurrr rE\iu evsrruJ
results of the special election to the Authority.

This bill inserts, into the statute authorizing the San
Francisco Bay Restoration Authority to levy a special tax,
a cross-reference to the statute that generally authorizes
special districts to lerry special taxes.

Comments

The SFBRA is responsibl-e for helping to restore 36,000
acres of San Francisco Bay shoreline into tidal wetlands,
an endeavor that may cost more than $1.4 billion ower 50
years. To cover some of these costs, and leverage
addltional state and federal funding, SFBRA officials
anticipate the need to seek 2/3 voter approval for special-
taxes, as authori-zed by current l-aw. This bill- adds
language to SFBRA's authorizing statute clarifying some of
the rules t.hat would apply to an election on a special tax
proposed by the Authority.

FISCAL EFFECT : Appropriation: No Fiscal Com.: No
Local: No

SUPPORT : (Verified 6/]-0/L0)

Bay Restoration Authority (source)
Bay Area Governments
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Save the Bay
Trust for Public Land
DMB Associates, Inc.

ASSEMBLY FLOOR :

AYES: Adams, Ammiano, Anderson, Arambula, Bea1l, Bil-]
Rarrrzhi I1 Tnm Rarrrrhi 1I trlalra<laa F.lrrmcnfiald

Bradford, Brown]ey, Buchanan, Caballero, Charles
Calderon, Carter, Chesbro, Conway, Cook, Coto, Davis, De
La Torre, De Leon, Devore, Emmerson, Eng, Evans, Feuer,
!'lafahar E'^nd I'rranl-a< E'rrllar I'rrrrrl-ani G:incq

Galgiani, Garrick, Hagman, Ha11, Harkey, Hayashi,
Hernandez, Hi11, Huber, Huffman, Jeffries, Jones, Knight,
Lieu, Logue, Bonnie Lowenthal, Ma, Miller, Monning, Nava,
Nestande, Nie1lo, Nielsen, V. Manuel Perez, Portantino,
Ruskin, Sa1as, Saldana, Si1va, Skj-nner, Smyth, Solorio,
Audra Strickland, Swanson, Torlakson, Torres, Torrico,
Tran, Vil1ines, Yamada, John A. Perez

NO VOTE RECORDED: Bass, Block, Gilmore, Mendoza, Norby

AGR.nl 6/16/1 O Senate Floor Analvses

SUPPORT,/OPPOSIT]ON: SEE ABOVE

**** END ****


